478                       THE LAW OF MOVABLES

First, where a title, good by the lex situs at the time of its
alleged acquisition, is claimed derivatively from one of the
parties to an earlier transaction affecting the same movables
and governed by a foreign proper law.

Secondly, to cases where the lex situs divests the title of the
person recognized as owner by some foreign law or, while"
recognizing that title, subordinates it to a lien or other posses-
sory right of its own making.

These two cases require separate treatment,
Third party A familiar example of a derivative claim occurs where the
subject-matter of a conditional sale, by which the ownership
remains in the seller, is taken by the buyer from country JT,
where the sale was completed, to country T and there sold to
an innocent purchaser. If the derivative right of the purchaser
is repudiated by the law of X> but recognized by the law of Ty it
becomes necessary to decide which of these laws shall govern
the matter. The instinctive reaction of the lawyer is to choose
the law of X. Not only has it been said by high authority that
'a good title acquired in one country shall be a good title
all over the globe',1 but elementary principle demands that
whether the vendee possesses a title capable of transfer shall be
determined by the law under which he acquired his right to the
subject-matter. However, justice and expediency demand that
the bonafide transferee of movables shall be protected if he acts
according to the local law, and there can be no doubt that a
derivative title to movables, recognized as valid by the law of
the country where the movables were situated at the time of its
acquisition, will be regarded as valid by English law. A good
title acquired under the proper law of a transfer is a good title
all over the globe, unless and until it is displaced by a new title
acquired under a foreign lex situs,2

But it is essential to appreciate exactly what is meant in

*s connex*on by *he ambiguous expression lex situs, for it
would be does not necessarily mean the rule that a court sitting at the
aP^ft ttsitus. wou^ aPpty to a purely domestic case containing no
the situs foreign element.3 The English court must ascertain what rule
a court of the situs would apply to the particular case under
consideration.

Suppose, for instance, that a car transferred in England by J to B
under a hire-purchase agreement is taken by 5 to Holland and is there

1 Simpson v. Fogo (1863), i H. &. M. 195, ^^^, per Page-Wood V.-C.

2Cp.Niboyet(i928ed.),p.f>$8.                    *       *

3 Cp. Cook, Logical and Legal Bases of Conflict of Laws, pp. 263 et seqq*